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EUeEl 3. SO mmeey

Depury Admmistrator
USDA-AMS-TM-NOP
Roam4H7-5, Ag Stop 9275
P.0. Box S6456

Washiogton, D.C. 20090-5456

Dear Eileen 5, Stommes,

I am writing to express my coacern sbout the proposed USDA organic standsrds (docket number TMD-54-00-20). {ama
consumer of orgatic prodvcts and Teed very stroogly that the standards proposed are s poténtial bealth harsrd i people
CONNMBING organic products. The reason | started buying orpanic foeds is the first place was to stir clear of the very farm
practices that the TSDhA propased nathanal organic sandards pow spplavds. | totally agree with Katherine DiMatteo,
executive director of for the Orgunic Trade Association {OTA), when sbe stated , “We stromgly believe that the Proposed Rule
& ot compatible or consistent with current #Fganic practicer. W fervently belizve that the current draft of the regudations
“lowers the standard® for organie and is umacceptable as written.™ | will briefly summarize =Y perapective oa this bsoe s |

created in mnture, snd that there is not yet ezough scientific mformation available ta judge what long-term impacts GEOs and
their products would have om the enviroement and our famibes, This is an approves teehnology that the organic rystem does
ot meed or want in arder fo grow high quality and nutritions food. They slready do that. Furthermore [ have the rizhi 1o
make o choice in the market place. [ want to know that the orgasic label means oo use of GEO,

Faurth I'll refer to page 65584 of the Federal Register, Volume 62, # 241 Dee. 16, 1997) on ionizing radiation {AKA
irradiation). losiring radiation is mod comqratibile with & svstem of organic farming or handling. The srpanic industry slready
has affective slternstives to inizing radistion, such as simpie sanitary practices. These sanitary practices are already being
nzed quite successfully and are coimpatible with 3 system of srganic farming and handling. foniring rediation is cmpletely
fymthetic process and has never been sllowed in organic food production. Furthermeare we do not no kmow ibe lonp term
alfTects af irradistion and it s not @ remedy to food safety concerms, [ de mot .

believe that ionizing radiation should be comyidered a0 standard indusiry practice. 1want the freedom to make & choice when
I 2o to the store and the siganic label should mean oo gse of sinirmng rediation,

Fifth I'U refer to page 6589265893 of the Federnl Register, Vodume 62, # 241 (Dec. 16 1997) on bicsalids ( AKA togie slwdge or
mrimicipal shudge). | want to be chear that [ want hiasailds o be absolutely prohibited in orgatile production bees e the lomg-
term impact on the environment and buman heslth i unknown at this time. Sewage sindge from municipalities" waste may
cantain bexvy mwetals and foxins and, therefare, |s BOt Apprapriste far use on kaod where food is to e grows for human

There are many other problems T found in the proposal incleding, 3 weak livessock section, unmecessary loopholes, weakemed
de—certification suthority, and the ignoring of land nsape practices. Basicaify | ask that the USDA sdhere 10 the NOSH
recommendations, complete the comment period snd then rewrite the proposed rules and resubmit 8 second set of propesed
regulations (that sre in kezping with the recommendations by the MOSE) for 3 secand public comment period.

Thazk vou for oasidering the concorns | have shared. | will be waiting to Sear where we 20 from here



